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% itb gkmarfo ok t\t ^peculiar trials of onr gag* 



An Editorial Essay, on the state of our religious Society, has 
appeared in " The Friend" of Philadelphia, of 8th month, 28th, 
containing remarks, and modes of treating the subject, which ap- 
pear to make it needful to caution the readers of that paper against 
implicitly imbibing the impression, that they have, in that publica- 
tion, an entire and comprehensive, or even, in all respects, a fair 
and correct exhibition of the present sorrowful condition of things 
among those professing to be of this people. In that lengthy edi- 
torial, there are, it is admitted, many correct sentiments avowed, 
among which are the admissions that our difficulties have originated 
in attempts to introduce unsound doctrines, or innovations on the 
ancient principles of the Society, — that the church ought to be " sti- 
mulated to earnest, patient care and labour, where there is cause 
to fear such innovations," — that the difficulties were increased in 
New England by the " determination of a party in power to put 
down an upright and faithful minister , who, under a sense of reli- 
gious duty, and in accordance with a provision in the discipline of 
that Yearly Meeting, felt himself constrained actively to oppose the 
reception of the unsound doctrines," — that the Society in England 
has failed to do any thing (notwithstanding the earnest appeals re- 
peatedly made to it, as the source from which these unsound doc- 
trines were disseminated,) towards clearing itself from the blame 
which properly attaches to it on account of the sad devastation 
which has followed, — that " London and other Yearly meetings" 
have "given encouragement to separation and insubordination,"— 
that, after all, the true or "more precious cementing tie" is, or 
should be, "in that hidden life wherein the members are baptized 
1 
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by the one Spirit into one body," so that "whether one member 
suffer, all the members suffer with it, or one member be honoured, 
all the members rejoice with it." These positions have been fully 
acknowledged by us for a long time past. 

But there are other features in the aspect of the present times, 
which must and will force themselves on our attention, and which 
can, by no means, be either kept out of view, or smoothed over by the 
flattering self-deception that they can be thus got rid of. And there 
are weighty obligations resting upon the faithful professors of the 
name of Christ, far superior to questions of mere technicality, or any 
superficial ideas that certain things might have been done more con- 
sistently with our own ways, or even more in accordance with a strict 
construction of written rules, than it may be supposed they were. 
Especially is there a religious obligation upon us as Christians, to 
"judge righteous judgment," and not to reject those who are suf- 
fering for Christ's sake, and for endeavouring faithfully to uphold 
the ancient standard, without knowing whether our objections to 
fellowship with them are well or ill founded. The course of the 
schism which is now fearfully progressing through the Society, has 
already, within five of the Yearly Meetings, isolated in each a body 
of such standard-bearers for the ancient faith of Friends, who could 
do no less than maintain their standing, though forsaken by false 
brethren, and even disowned by a large portion of those who had 
once composed the Society. These bodies ("smaller bodies," as 
they have been called, for the sake of distinction, with the exception 
of Ohio, in which the Gurney party appear at present to be in the 
minority,) have too strong a claim upon honest and true Friends 
elsewhere, to be wantonly thrown away ; their cause must be allowed 
to interest our feelings, and will continue to agitate the minds of 
Friends, until these compromising measures are abandoned, and the 
question is settled by the faithful uniting with each other, and own* 
ing their fellowship to the world ! The party mainly contributing to 
prevent, hitherto, in Ohio and Philadelphia Yearly Meetings, the 
acknowledgment of these "small bodies," and endeavouring to oc- 
cupy a position which is between Gurneyism and Quakerism, be- 
tween wrong and right, between darkness and light,-* vaguely talk- 
ing of extremes both ways, of "ultraisni" in contending for the 
faith; of "party spirit," and of a "false zeal," — having no solid 
ground in the truth to stand upon, but depending chiefly on the au- 
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thority and influence of individuals, and the power of clerkships and 
editorships, — can only sustain itself so long as investigation is back- 
ened, and the day of decision deferred by tbe delusive contrivances 
of men. It must fall, and great will be the fall thereof! 

If any thing more, of late, had been wanting, on the part of the 
"Friend," in order to make unmistakably manifest the standing of 
that paper on this untenable "middle ground," and that it is intend- 
ing to continue its course of denial and disownment, of those 
"smaller bodies," such a need is abundantly supplied in the late 
editorial. A main feature in this piece, appears to be the endea- 
vour to instil into the minds of its readers the idea that the " smaller 
bodies" are all separatists in point of fact, that they are out of the 
true order of the discipline, have departed from the "organization," 
and can no longer be recognised as meetings of Friends; while their 
opponents, those who have persecuted them for the testimony's sake, 
and even disowned them from their community, are still to be re- 
cognised, though, perhaps, with some admission of faults, as true 
Yearly Meetings of Friends. Great and continual has been the 
outcry of those who pursue this middle course, in regard to alleged 
inroads of the "smaller bodies" upon the discipline of our religious 
Society. Yet no such inroads have been proved upon tbetn. On 
the other hand, it might easily be seen, if time permitted the need- 
ful enlargement, that so many glaring inconsistencies, and breacheB 
of the very spirit of our discipline, have marked the middle course 
pursued both here and in Ohio, as to render it a chief feature in tbe 
"peculiar trials " of our time, though not one of those mourned over 
by this editorial. But for these inconsistencies, pursued now for a 
course of ten or twelve years, the testimony of truth might long ago 
have been placed upon the heads of its opposers, the Society have been 
cleared from the entanglements which now weigh us down, and the 
real separating spirit have received an effectual check before arriving 
at the pinnacle of power to which it has now attained. It is well 
known, that the paragraph in the Philadelphia Report, on the divi- 
sion in New England, expressive of a sentiment that the mode in 
which the separation took place in that yearly meeting, was not 
a "safe precedent in the organization of a yearly meeting," was 
acquiesced in by many under the conviction that the "smaller body" 
was not "organizing" a new yearly meeting, but sustaining the old 
one on tbe ancient foundation. It is also well known and undenia- 
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ble, that on two subsequent occasions, in Philadelphia yearly meet- 
ing, when the subject of communicating with the " smaller body" 
of New England was under deliberation, the solid judgment of the 
yearly meeting was fully and clearly expressed, for the adoption of 
a course which would have resulted in the acknowledgment of that 
"smaller body" as the yearly meeting of New England. The re- 
sponsibility of frustrating that solid judgment on those two occa- 
sions, and thereby of bringing upon this yearly meeting an incalcu- 
lable increase of weakness, entanglement and distress, which have 
followed the failure to carry out the course marked for it in the 
wisdom of Truth, as then confessed by some of its most solid mem- 
bers, rests with those who, having the power of control and preven- 
tion, exercised that power against the solid judgment of the meet- 
ing. 

In Ohio yearly meeting, the same power of control and preven- 
tion has produced the same results, in shutting out hitherto the 
"smaller bodies" from any recognition by that meeting, under the 
plea of irregularity of those bodies, and an insinuation that they were 
sustaining a "separation." From the above we may perceive the 
unfairness of the statement in the editorial, that Philadelphia yearly 
meeting, "in consequence of the cause from which these difficulties 
arose, and the violations of principles of church government which 
had marked their progress," — "withheld correspondence with either 
party in New England," and "furnished both with an exposition of 
the reasons," &c, hereby implying that it was the judgment of 
Philadelphia yearly meeting, that both bodies had been guilty of 
such "violations of the principles of church government," as to oc- 
casion a suspension of the correspondence. The truth was, that the 
correspondence was already suspended, on the occurrence of the divi- 
sion, before the meeting had had opportunity to examine the question, 
which of the two was the true yearly meeting. After the investi- 
gation was concluded, various contrivances were carried into effect 
by those who pursued this middle course, (as above mentioned in 
two glaring instances,) to prevent the meeting from resuming its 
correspondence; but the yearly meeting itself never did decide that 
it would not correspond with the "smaller body" of New England. 
It has never been distinctly stated in the "Friend," nor yet hi Phi- 
ladelphia yearly meeting, what were the faults which the " smaller 
body " of New England is supposed to have committed. Is it, then, 
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fair, is it just, 13 it consistent with Christian integrity and candour, 
thus to continue, year after year, to reject our brethren, who are 
acknowledged to have been advocating the true principles of the 
gospel, on some mysterious, alleged failing in regard to form and 
order of their proceedings, and yet to decline, for these ten years, 
to produce the cause to open daylight? The question is always 
met with the reply, that "separations are not to bo encouraged," 
and that we must "keep in the quiet." 8 itch quiet, sooner or later, 
becomes the quietness of death. Thus bold assumption and asser- 
tion, or insinuation without proof or specification, have led many 
blindly into unfounded prejudices against the position taken by 
those Friends who compose the various "smaller bodies," for they 
are all assailed in the same manner, and their official documents, 
which might have enlightened the minds of honest inquirers as to 
their real standing, have been almost uniformly refused or declined 
udmission into the "Friend." 

The editor reminds us that Philadelphia yearly meeting recog- 
nised "those composing the smaller body, as Friends entitled to 
such acknowledgment [by their brethren] as would secure them 
in the enjoyment of their rights as members of the Society." 
But if they were concerned in supporting a "separate" meeting, 
they were truly guilty of a grievous wrong to the church of Christ, 
and could have no such rights to be secured, but, on the contrary, 
should have been testified against. It is therefore clear, that Phi- 
ladelphia yearly meeting did not consider them as having set up or 
"organized" a separate meeting, when, with a full knowledge of 
the facts, it secured (kern in the possession of their rights as mem- 
bers. Yet how has this been carried out in practice, since the 
"middle " system has had bo great, and at one time so unlooked for 
an influence? One of the most important rights of membership is 
that of having our membership made undeniable, by certificate, on 
moving to another location, either for residence or in the exercise 
of gospel ministry. Indeed, the duty of a gospel minister, as well 
as his right, is to present his credentials to his brethren, wherever 
his lot may be cast, so that be may obtain the immediate care and 
sympathy of friends, and clear his own way among them by proving 
that he comes in the order of the gospel, with the unity of the church 
at home. This godly care was, in former days in our Society, ear- 
nestly recommended and strictly kept to, knowing as they did, and 






as we have had sorrowful experience in our day, that heresy ha? 
been almost always introduced by unfaithful ministers, and that 
consequently the allowing of ministers to travel over the land, with* 
out producing certificates, and having them read where they go, is 
opening a wide door for the introduction and spread of heresy. 
The denial of this right; is also opening the door for any one falsely 
to allege that they are not members, or are not travelling in the 
order of truth. Tet we know full well, that ministers coming 
from the "smaller body" of New England, have been denied this 
right (one of the dearest rights of membership) in a number of in- 
stances. In the meeting to which the editor himself belongs, on 
one such occasion of a certificate for religious service being offered 
to it by a living gospel minister (since gathered to his heavenly 
rest,) his credentials were spurned at by a prominent member, with 
ihe remark, that "we have nothing to do with the meeting or his 
papers in anyway!" Where were this dear friend's "rights of 
membership" then? and where was the so much talked of "sub- 
mission to the judgment of the body," and the sympathy of one mem- 
ber with another? Alas! for the darkness — for the inconsistency 
— for the persisting in adhering to a wrong course ! Other minis- 
ters, even active supporters of innovation, and who had attended 
and identified themselves with the Gurney separatists in New Eng* 
land, have had thtir credentials recognised, and their movements 
over the country actively promoted. Meetings have been appoint- 
ed for them, and liberty granted for religious visits to the families 
of the members. Verily, in a view of such things, it may be said 
that "truth has fallen in our streets, and equity could not enter." 
These are some of the peeuliar trials of our day, not alluded to in 
the editorial. 

Now, in regard to this constant outcry against "separations" 
whenever the " smaller bodies " are referred to; we do emphatically 
deny that they are separatists— that they have " separated" from 
the true Society of Friends — but we unhesitatingly assert, and bold 
it as susceptible of the clearest proof, on the principles laid down 
by Barclay and others of our ancient friends, that those bodies are 
the real separatists, whose acts have gone to produce the present 
State of things, by promoting the influence and spread of innovation 
in doctrine and practice. 

Robert Barclay declares, in his "Anarchy of the Ranters:"— 
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conclude, 
af certain 



"So that from all that is above mentioned, we do safely 
that where a people are gathered together into the belief of 
principles and doctrines of the gospel of Christ, if any of that peo- 
ple [no limitation here as to numbers] shall go from their principles, 
and assert things false and contrary to what they have already re- 
ceived, tueh as stand and abide firm in the faith, [be they few or 
many — two, or ten thousand,] have power by the Spirit of God, 
after they have used Christian endeavours to convince and reclaim 
them, [which this editorial acknowledges has been done by J. Wilbur, 
and by Philadelphia and Obio Yearly Meetings,] upon their obsti- 
nacy, to separate from such, and to exclude them from their spiri- 
tual fellowship and communion: for otherwise, if tbis be denied, 
farewell to all Christianity, or to tbe maintaining any sound doc- 
trine in tbe church of Christ." 

The broad ground of tbis doctrine of Barclay ia probably admitted 
by tbe editor of "The Friend," and by those who think with him 
in regard to the "conservation" of tbe Society by the "middle" 
course. Yet it is said that our friends of N. E. (smaller body) 
transgressed tbe discipline in making tbe stand which tbey did at 
the Yearly Meeting. It ia admitted, (as it has been distinctly 
avowed by Philadelphia Yearly Meeting in tbe "Report," &c.,) 
that the Gurney party were the originators of the separation in New 
England, and that their monthly meeting of Swanzey, and quarterly 
meeting of Bhode Island, (which were the turning points, techni- 
cally, of the separation in the Yearly Meeting,) were spurious and 
separate meetings — in other words, that the "smaller body" 
monthly and quarterly meetings were the genuine ones. Then 
where was that body found, in tbe crisis at the Yearly Meeting^ 
which sanctioned the spurious and disowned tbe legitimate meetings! 
If it were the mode of proceeding pursued by the " smaller body,' ' 
which vitiated the transaction, let us at length have it specified 
clearly, (for that has never been done,) wherein their proceedings 
were at fault — especially, wherein they were 80 greatly at fault as 
would justify us in withholding the right hand of fellowship from 
them, and in thereby giving strength to those who were opposing 
and persecuting tbem for tbeir stand to tbe ancient landmarks. 

Tbe discipline of New England has a, remarkable feature, in that 
it directs, as a positive constitutional provision, that at the elote of 
the firtl sitting of tbe Yearly Meeting, the representatives are to 
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meet, to consider of a clerk to be nominated to the next sitting of the 
Yearly Meeting. The Yearly Meeting had no power summarily to 
suspend this or any other rule of discipline, to suit a particular al- 
ready occurred case — to make an ex post facto law by itself break- 
ing one of their constitutional provisions. Accordingly, the sound 
friends did so meet, and. if the others did not choose to meet with 
them, it was not the fault of the few. The few went straight for- 
ward, and nominated to the next sitting a clerk and assistant, in 
accordance with their discipline ; and this nomination was carried 
into effect in the Yearly Meeting, as being the only nomination that 
was or could be regularly under consideration, as the other party 
had made none — had not complied with the injunction of their dis- 
cipline. Where was the error in this case, especially as they be- 
lieved they were called upon by their Divine Master, to make this 
stand then and there, in support of His precious cause of truth, 
against heresy and schism? 

Let us attend for a little while to what was once thought on this 
subject by the author of a pamphlet entitled " Considerations," &c, 
published in the spring of 1846, many months after the separation 
in New England. That pamphlet holds forth the following lan- 
guage :— 

Page 28. — "If, through weakness or revolt, or from whatever 
cause, the yearly meeting allows the defection to go on unchecked, 
[and by the editor's own admission, this is the case in regard to 
London yearly meeting, where the disease originated,] then the 
whole Society, unless prepared to undergo a change, must adopt 
such measures as circumstances dictate, to defend its faith, and to 
protect those within such a meeting, who may continue loyal there- 
to, from being deprived of the rights they possess as its members, 
T>y the perverted use of the Discipline in the hands of men who have 
•departed from the faith." 

Page 80. — [Speaking of Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting:] "no- 
rthing then remained but for those Friends who could not unite with 
this proceeding, to endeavour to sustain the Quarterly Meeting on 
its original foundation. They accordingly met together, and con- 
tinued to hold Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting. This was ana- 
logous with the transaction in Baltimore Yearly Meeting, when 
Friends left that body as soon as it had identified itself with the 
Hicksites, by the reception of their epistle, and the rejection of that 
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from Friends." [How applicable is this to tbe Gurney separation 
in Baltimore, in 1866! "Yet the faithful remnant then and there 
are considered as separatists, and their documents not allowed in- 
sertion in "the Friend," so as to afford the readers an opportunity 
to judge for themselves!] 

Page 83. — "If we bear in mind," &c, [speaking of the ensuing 
Yearly Meeting,] "we can readily perceive that any reference of 
the subject to representatives or any other body, was merely a form 
which could have but one result. Some may think it would have 
been better for those who now constitute the smaller body, to have 
patiently waited until the Yearly Meeting had adopted the report, 
which it was well known the representatives would make, before 
they made an effort to maintain the Meeting on its original founda- 
tion; but they acted in accordance with what appeared to them at 
the time required at their hands, and to he consistent with the dis- 
cipline, in the appointment of clerk and assistant, and thus con- 
tinuing what they believe to be New England Yearly Meeting. 
The larger body acknowledged the representatives of the Quarterly 
Meeting, set up in the manner which has been described, [the Gur- 
ney Quarterly Meeting,] and thus identified it self with the meeting 
of the separatists, and with all the extraordinary measures pursued 
by the Yearly Meeting's committee." 

Page 84. — "The smaller body, relying on the goodness of its cause, 
and the omnipotence of an over-ruling Providence, have sent forth 
none to plead in their behalf." 

Same Page. — "The efforts" "and to shut out and dis- 
courage tbe reading of the publications of the smaller body in New 
England, are an acknowledgment of the weakness of the cause they 
are intended to support." [Then why so constantly deny them in- 
sertion in "the Friend?"] 

Are the above sentiments in accordance with the late editorial, 
and with the sweeping denunciation now made of all "separations," 
when the "small bodies" are alluded to? Certainly they were 
then made in good faith ; and if in good faith, they as certainly im- 
ply approval of the course of the "smaller body." 

Let us now merely glance at tbe position taken by tbe other "small- 
er bodies;" beginning with that of New York, as the next in point 
of time to New England. This body of faithful Friends, has per- 
haps been more unreasonably misrepresented by those who pursue 
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the " middle" course, than any other of the "smaller bodies/' The 
adherents of the Gurney party have candidly and freely acknow- 
ledged that they are "a solid body of Friends;" yet the leaders of 
this " middle" oourae, have uniformly rejected their official docu- 
ments, offered either to our Yearly Meeting, or to the columns of 
** the Friend," No examination of their standing has been per- 
mitted, nor has the clear requirement of our own discipline been 
attended to, in regard to documents addressed to us from abroad, 
enjoining the appointment of committees, in oases where there i* 
any reason for supposing the address may come from a source hither- 
to not recognised as correspondents. Tf the facts connected with 
their position were rendered reliably accessible to Friends through 
the usual channels of information, it would be found: that the stand 
which they have taken, is of the same doctrinal character with that 
of the other testimony-bearers against the inroads of error ; result* 
ing from the determination of "the body," — that is, of the control* 
ling power of the Yearly Meeting — to compel them into a course to 
which their religious convictions were entirely and clearly opposed, 
as tending to promote the spread and influence of the new system, 
and to identify them with the Gurney separatists in New Eng* 
land. This is the simple fact, divested of details, and of perverted 
and false representations. Their Yearly Meeting is now composed 
of three Quarterly Meetings, dome members of Farmington Quarter, 
and a few from Canada, having recently associated with them. 

The separation in Baltimore was very similar to that which oc- 
curred in the Hicksite schism, except that the number of sound 
Friends preient in 1856, was rather smaller than in 182&. The 
stand taken by these Friends was substantially the same, viz., for 
the support of the ancient doctrines, and to avoid being identified 
with a schism. This editorial informs us that "the secession of 
the Hicksites," in 1828, &c, left the Society "mutilated within 
moat of the Yearly Meetings on this continent, but maintaining its 
organization;" and that "all the original Yearly Meetings .were 
kept up." And the author of " Considerations," &c, speaking with 
apparent satisfaction of the stand taken by sound Friends at the 
separation in Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting in 1845, says : " This 
was analogous with the transaction in Baltimore Yearly Meeting^ 
when Friends left that body as soon as it had identified itself with 
the Hicksites, by the reception of their epistle, and the rejection 
of that from Friends." 
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How does this differ from the stand taken by the few in Balti- 
more Yearly Meeting in 1856? Why then were those few faithful 
ones contemptuously designated in Phila., Yearly Meeting, in intro- 
ducing their epistle (not for the candid and deliberate consideration, 
but) for the rejection of the Yearly Meeting, ns "six men and six 
women, who were dissatisfied with the action of their Yearly Meet- 
ing, and had concluded to meet by themselves?" Whs it not the 
same kind of dissatisfaction as had occurred in 1828? Were not 
the circumstances in substance nearly identical? Was it not their 
"dissatisfaction" with the prospect of being identified with a meet- 
ing of separatists, in each instance, which led (under the guidance 
of best wisdom) to their taking such a stand in order to avoid being 
swallowed up in the heresy presented to their view? And ought they 
not, in all fairness and Christian integrity and consistency, to have 
been fully and openly sympathized with and supported, alike in each 
instance ? The reason has never been shown why this was not done 
in the later instance, except in the contumelious allusion to the 
smallness of their numbers present at that trying juncture ! 

The Editorial speaks of those who have not joined with any "se- 
parate bodies," and yet have "a decided testimony to bear against 
the unsound views," ka. ; and declares that there ore " very many " 
in other Yearly Meetings, who sympathize with those testifying 
against the unsoundness, "but who are as yet withheld from giving 
much public expression to their views." By what means have they 
been thus withheld? Has it not been, that the children of Ephraim, 
though armed and carrying bows, turned back in the dtiy of battle, 
when they saw the hosts that were encamped against Israel ? And 
when fear of the hosts was given way to, did not the cunning enemy 
quickly take the advantage thus given him, and instil enough plau- 
sible reasons to persuade them, and others through their means and 
influence, that the way was encompassed with difficulties, that after 
all, the "smaller bodies" had committed errors in their course, and 
that it would not be best to do anything that might look like "party 
Bpirit;" that it would be better to keep a "middle" ground, and 
negotiate between the parties, in the hope of doing good to both? 
And from the signs of the times we may well ask in fear and trem- 
bling for those who are on this ground, How long will they continue 
to have a "living testimony" against Gurneyism, unless they allow 
that testimony to bo known by "giving expression to it?" Is u 
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candle lighted to be put under a bushel or under a bed ? Are they 
not in extreme danger of having their light extinguished by that 
bed of ease under which they are placing it? Have they not al- 
ready, of late years, lost more or less of the vivid perception which 
they once had, of the difference — of the irreconcileable contrariety 
— between Gurneyism and Quakerism? And if they continue in 
this course, where will it land them in the day of decision which 
must ensue? These questions are put in true tenderness. Would 
that they might reach the witness! That valiant soldier of the 
Lamb, Ann Jones, testified in the men's Yearly Meeting in London, 
in a similar crisis, in the year 1836, that the Lord had "a contro- 
versy — a still greater controversy, with those who were seeking to 
please both parties-— to pursue a middle course!" 

What is the meaning of thid constant cry of organization ? It is 
wonderful, how much we hear of vague appeals to the " discipline 
and organization," and insinuations of breaches of the one and de- 
sertions of the other, as if our friends of these " smaller bodies" 
were unquestionably and palpably guilty of destroying that which 
was instituted by George Fox and his fellow helpers under the di- 
rection of their Holy Leader. The " organization" instituted by 
George Fox, was a very simple thing indeed. And we may safely 
say that nothing tending towards the Episcopalian view of " apostol- 
ic succession," ever entered into his ideas of church government. 
Yet the "organization" is of late often alluded to in a way which 
can scarcely admit of any other explanation than that there is a 
certain chain or series, any departure from which, under whatever 
circumstances, must necessarily be schism. If they do not mean 
something of this kind, it is impossible to determine what they do 
mean. If they say that a breach of the " organization" is neces- 
sarily involved in all cases where a small remnant of a meeting takes 
a firm stand and sustains the meeting on its original basis against 
those who have the clerk and the majority, and all the machinery, 
(so to speak,) and yet are implicated in the support of heresy — we 
may reply, that this was exactly the case in numerous instances of 
Monthly and Quarterly Meetings, in the Hicksite schism, and even 
in two Yearly Meetings, (Baltimore and New Yt>rk ;) yet they were 
acknowledged by sound Friends without difficulty or question in 
regard to items of order in their transactions. But if they allege 
that the Hicksite heresy was so far worse in its features, that the 
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cases are not parallel, wo reply that they are both from the same 
root, and equally departures (on the right hand and on the left) 
from the pure truth of the gospel; and that the latter, having the 
world's friendships, and an avoidance of the cross on its side, is 
even more calculated to lead astray from the simple principles of 
our forefathers. Such an allegation would imply a very defective 
sense of the fundamental nature of the present doctrinal departure. 

Our qarly friends never spoke of "organization" being the test 
of true Quakerism, nor did they hint such a thing as that tbe ex- 
cellent system of church government itself, to which they firmly 
adhered, was of any real efficacy, unless accompanied by, and de- 
riving its authority from the life and power of truth in the members 
and in the meeting. 

If the views which appear to be entertained by some in regard to 
"organization," are to be carried out, they would bring us to the 
position, that even if a Yearly Meeting, by a great preponderance 
of numbers, and with the power of its organization of clerks, com- 
mittees, ownerships of property, and other outward signs of a So- 
ciety, embrace the most dangerous and unsound doctrines, contrary 
to those always acknowledged by it, the small remnant of faithful 
testimony bearers against such a lapse will not he justified in taking 
the necessary steps to sustain the society on its ancient foundation, 
by holding their meetings separate from those who have so lapsed; 
but would thereby subject themselves to the charge of "deserting 
the organization," " breaking the bonds of Society," and " promoting 
separation." Alas for the day, when such views should, without op- 
position, obtain currency among us! We might then well say with 
Robert Barclay, "Farewell to all Christianity, or to the maintain- 
ing of any sound doctrine in the Church of Christ!" That the "dis- 
cipline " and "organization" of our Society, in its true spirit and 
principle, has been departed from or broken by the "smaller bodies," 
we do entirely deny, and can safely say that it has never been proved, 
and that the charge has hitherto avoided exposure and disproof, 
merely by the vagueness of insinuation, and want of specification, in 
which it has shrouded itself. 

On the other hand, are there no inconsistencies in tbe "middle" 
course, yea, open to daylight and grievously numerous? Not to 
mention individual, or what might he styled personal instances, oc- 
curring under particular local circumstances — is there no inconsis- 
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tency in our testifying, as otar Yearly Meeting has done, against the 
"larger body" of New England, and yet in continuing, as we did 
until very recently, epistolary correspondence with meetings which 
have from the first upheld and encouraged them in that course, and 
from one of. which (London) the evil originated and spread? And 
is there now no inconsistency in our continuing to. communicate with 
them, and sanction their standing, by receiving and sending certifi- 
cates? Are not the subordinate meetings the constituents of the 
-yearly meetings? And are they not therefore justly accountable 
when, from year to .year, after being offioially informed of the ao- 
tion of their yearly meetings in identifying themselves with the Se- 
paratists, they atill continue to send representatives to their yearly 
meetings without any expression of disapprobation of their doings? 
Are not such subordinate meetings to be held implicated in the schism 
which their yearly meetings, with their knowledge and connivance, 
have prompted and. encouraged ? Is there no inconsistency in pro- 
minent members preventing meetings from receiving certificates from 
the "smaller bodies,"' or the plea that "our yearly meeting has not 
decided the question," and in the same members year after year in 
the Yearly Meeting preventing the question from being decided ? Is 
there no inconsistency in the position of Ohio Yearly Meeting since 
the separation of the professed advocates of J. J. Ourney, in its with- 
holding correspondence with the "smaller bodies," when the separa- 
tion was avowedly on the ground of the unsoundness testified against 
by the very position of those "smaller bodies V Is there no departure 
from the very spirit of our discipline there, in directing the subordinate 
meetings not to put the discipline in practice in regard to those who 
have now for two years been holding separate meetings in opposi- 
tion to the Society? Is there not a clause in our own discipline, 
directing that they who attend the meetings of Separatists, or sanc- 
tion them by signing certificates of marriages accomplished therein, 
must be dealt with, and if not reclaimed, disowned? Look at page 
70 and 71. Do we adhere to this our discipline, when we admit into 
our meetings for discipline those who have attended and promoted 
such separate meetings, held in the support of unsound doctrines, 
and even read their certificates? Is there no inconsistency in our 
adhering to the requisitions of our discipline: and appointing a com- 
mittee of examination, when a communication was presented to the 
Yearly Meeting from an individual, and yet in repeated cases of 
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the presentation of Epistles from bodies claiming to be Yearly 
Meetings of the Society of Friends, (and whose claims in that re- 
gard had never been disproved, or received the solid attention of 
the meeting,) in our discarding them altogether, without suffering 
Any such examination as enjoined by the discipline, so that the mem- 
bers might be made aware of the real facts in the case? These 
questions are not asked captiously, or with a view to draw to light 
secret faults; for the transactions were open and official acts, of ex- 
tensive notoriety ; but they are seriously asked of those who take 
evident satisfaction in spreading through our community the insinu- 
ations of inconsistency and irregularity, with which the character of 
the "smaller bodies" has been so unwarrantably assailed. 

Now one word as to the material of which these "smaller bodies" 
are composed: though it is to the principle on which they are en- 
deavouring to stand that we desire to incite attention, and not to 
draw out mere sympathy for them as individuals. By no means. 
George Fox said, "We are nothing, Christ is all." And we are well 
aware that it is "not by works of righteousness that any have done; 
but of His mercy He saveth us." Yet justice to the cause espoused, 
requires that the real character of the advocates of truth should not 
be perverted or misrepresented. It may safely be said, that those 
composing the "smaller bodies" are not behind their fellow-profess- 
ors in other places, in respect to solid Christian deportment among 
each other and among their neighbours, and consistency of practice 
with the principles which Friends have always professed — in life 
and conversation as men and women fearing God and eschewing 
evil; though they are not presumed to be free from liability to weak- 
nesses or frailties, when off the watch, any more than others, or to 
be exempt from that source of humiliation which even the apostles 
of our Lord had to acknowledge, that they had their "treasure in 
earthen vessels." But they have a living concern among them for 
the cleansing of the camp, and for the upholding of truth's stand- 
ard, not in word only, but (as they may be from time to time ena- 
bled) with a little of the life and power of the gospel. This is 
manifest to the candid mind in mingling among them, and cannot 
be gainsayed. They have, and have had, a living ministry, as many 
can testify who have felt the baptizing efficacy of it, handed forth 
by some who, having fought the good fight and kept the faith, have 
been gathered as the first ripe fruits, and also by others still en- 
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deavouring to stand faithful in "their allotment, through good or 
evil report. They have living elders, concerned to "watch over the 
flock as those that must give account, that they may do it with joy 
and not with grief" — "joying in beholding the order" of the flock, 
"and the steadfastness of their faith in Christ." They have faith- 
ful and true men and women — whose daily concern is, to beTOund 
walking in the footsteps of the flock of Christ's companions: and 
it may with thankfulness be acknowledged that a precious work is 
going on also in the hearts of the young people. And they have 
"a cloud of witnesses," in the dying testimonies of those of their 
members who "have gone before" to the blessed fruition of the 
"end of their faith, even the salvation of their souls;" who have 
livingly testified to the heavenly foretaste which they had of the 
rest prepared for them, and to the comforting conviction sealed 
upon their spirits in the near prospect of departure, that they had 
not followed cunningly devised fables. Yet these are the people 
who are "everywhere spoken against," and who, this editorial 
would have us to believe, are gone into a "separation," and become 
aliens from the commonwealth of our Israel ! But, let us remem- 
ber the words Of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ: — "Blessed 
are ye when men shall revile you, and persecute you, and say all 
manner of evil against you falsely for my sake. Rejoice ye in that 
day, and leap for joy; for great is your reward in heaven; for so 
persecuted they the prophets which were before you." 

Philadelphia, Qth Month, 9th % 1858. 



